Chapter 1
Site Evaluation Progress

By the end of FY96, 39,6Q@btential hazardous sitesthatpose an immediate threat to human health,
waste sites had been identified and added to theelfare, or the environment, EPA conducts a
Swoerfund inventoy. EPA and states continued to removalactionto addresshethreat. At othersites,
evaluate these sites and hadylreevaluationof  atwo-stage assessment is conducted; the assessment
more than 97percent of these sites faotential consists of (1) a prelimingrassessment (PA) to
threats to human health and the environmgrthb  determinewhethera potential threat exists, and (2) a
end of theyear. To enhance site evaluation, EPA site inspection (Sl) to determine the relative threat
continued inplementirg the Syerfund Accelerated posed and to evaluate the site poissible listilg on
Cleanyp Model (SACM). With the inplementation the National Priorities List (NPL)The NPL is the
of SACM, EPA’s Rgions have been encoged to  list of sites desgnated for log-term remedial
further reduce meetitive tasks and costsyb evaluation and regense. Approximatey 10 percent
implementing a streamlined, gie-assessment of the sites assesseg Bwerfund lead to federal
process that can combine site assessment ameémovalor remedialcleanyp actions to reduce or
removal evaluation activities when warrantgdstie  eliminate risks to human health and the environment.
conditions. EPA has als@roceeded with ayoing

efforts to address technical cplexities and At any point in the evaluationmcess, EPA ma

improved site evaluatioguidance. determine that the $arfund evaluation of the site is
conplete and that no further §tg to list the site on

1.1 Site Evaluation Process the NPL will be taken. Federal Sperfund site

assessment activities are pesded when the

The site evaluatioprocess bgins when states, appropiate Rgional offi_cial signs a letter, form, or
federally recanized Indian tribes, citizens, other MEMO @provirg the site assessmentpoet and
federal gencies, or other sources nptthe EPA makes a c_ietermlnatlon_that no fur_ther action is
Swerfund program of a potential or confirmed planned: Sites not consideredpprgpriate for the
hazardous waste site or incidenEPA confirms NPL might be addressed under the Resource
information andplaces those sitesqeiring further Conservation a_n_d Recovefgt (RCRA), state laws,
Federal Sperfund attention in the geny’s ©OF othe_r a_uthontles such as the NL_JcIeang{atoy
Conprehensive Environmental Remse, Comm|ss_|on (NRC). Thls_ decision does n_ot
Conpensation, and Liability InformationyStem nt_acessary_d mean that there is no hazard asso_uated
(CERCLIS) database. In the case of federal ywth the _S|te; it mer_@dmeans that, based on gval_lable
facilities, sites areplaced on the Federal Fagjlit information, the site does not meet the criteria for
Hazardous Waste Docket for assessment. placement on the NPL.

EPA manges site assessment activities, No further remedial actioplanned (NFRAP)

including necessarjaboratoy and technical saport decisions should not be confused with CERCLIS
by directirg a network of contractors, oy providing archiving. NFRAP_ demspns are made from a site
funding for these activities to states and tribes2SS€SSMenmerective ony; theysimgy denote that

through site assessment quative greements At further Syerfund remedial assessment work is not
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required based on currepthvailable informationln  do not warrant federal attentiom addition, EPA is
contrast, the archival of CERCLIS sites is madg onl considerimg, on apilot basis, deletion of remediated
when no further SQuerfund interest exists at a site. parcels of a closipmilitary base that is listed on the
This means that sites are not archived if there afdPL so that the parcel mg be returned torpductive
planned or ogoing removal or enforcement use. EPA has also continued to jement the
activities, or if other Sperfundintereststill exists.  Brownfields Initiative and initiated ajoint
This mg include sites that have had NFRAP EPA/State/Tribakffort to definerolesin promotirg
decisions made at them dugirsite assessment the develgppment and peration of State/Tribal
activities. voluntay cleany programs that are depied to
speed the cleamquof non-NPL sites.

EPA added more than 600 sites to CERCLIS
during FY96, brimging the total number of sites 1 2  Fijscal Year 1996 Progress
under Sperfund to 39,600Although the number of
new sites brought to the gkng/’s attention has
declined recenyl EPA must address a ¢grbacklg
of sites that still needmn assessment to idemtif
priority NPL candidates or to archive sites from
CERCLIS. Final assessment decisions (NPL ligtin
or archival) are needed at over 12,650 sites cuyrentt
in the CERCLIS inventy;, including federail
owned or manged properties. Under the SACM
initiative, EPA continues to intgate remedial and . " .
removal assessment activities, whe@assible, to . EF_)A IS no_tlfled ofpotentlal hazz_ardous waste
reduce costs and durations in an effort to utiIizeS'teS_ in a varigt of ways. Information my be_
resources most efficiegtiand effectivef. Results provided ly state;,_ handlers of hazardous materials,
have been encougmg with combinedpreliminay or concerned citizens. Local law enforcement

assessment and sitepiestion durations declingi20 ]?ﬁ'ﬁ_'als may submit a f(_)rm;la;\po;t to 'IEPA or
percent at SACM sites. acility man@ers mg notify of a release as

required ty CERCLA Section 103. Section 103

Listing property on the NPL mgaffect the value specifies that gerson, such as a maygat in chage

of that prgerty and the surroundirarea whether of a vessel or facif, immediately rport to the
or not all of theproperty or agacentproperty is National Reponse Center atrelease of a hazardous

contaminated. In order to facilitate the transfer, SuPstance of an amount that guel to orgreater

develpment or redevement of property or than the rportablequantity for that substanceThe
portions of property determined to be National Reponse Centermerates a 24-hour hotline

uncontaminated, EPA develed aprogram that forimmediate notifigation_PenaItigs are ip_osed for
provides its Rgions with the flexibiliy to clarify the failure to conply with this reporting requirement.

areas of sites determined to be contaminated (y'y hen the Ajeng is not|f|e_d 9f asite _that Mygpose .
uncontaminatedEPA published thepartial deletions a threat, EPA records basic information about the site

rule in theFederal RegisterThe rulemakig allows " CERCLIS.

EPA to delete releases partions of an NPL site,

provided that deletion criteria are me®reviousy, 1.2.2 Preliminary Assessments Completed

EPApolicy deleted releases grafter evaluation of

the entire site. Partial deletions allowpotential When notified of apotential hazardous waste

investors and devepers to undertake economic Site, EPA or the state will conduct a PA to assess the

activity at a cleanedpupotion of realproperty thatis  threatposed ly the site. A PA is the firstphase of

part of a site listed on the NPL. the site assessment that determines whether a site

should be recommended for further action under

During FY96, EPA also issued th&oil Suerfund. Federal, state, and locgbvernment

Screening Guidand® identify portions of sites that files, geological and ydrological data, and data

During FY96, EPA continued itprogress in
identifying and assessinpotential hazardous waste
sites while streamlinip the process thrgi
administrative reforms efforts.

1.2.1 CERCLIS Site Additions: Discoveries
and Removals
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concerniry sitepractices are reviewed to cpfate is eligible for placement on the NPL.The HRS

the PA r@ort. An on- or off-site reconnaissance alsoevaluatesour pathways throuh which contaminants

may be conducted, althgh it is not rguired. EPA  from a site mg threaten human health or the

or the state will also review other exigiin environment:ground water, surface water, soil, and

site-pecific information for such items g&st state air.

permitting activities, locapopulation statistics, and

ary other information concernjrthe site’spotential The Agencgy competed 359 Slis durgnFY96 for

effect yponthe environment. PA activities enable  a total of 17,943 Sls conducted since theptioa of

the Ageng or state to determine whether furtherthe Superfundprogram. About 5(ercent of these

study of the site or removal assessment/actios  Sls resulted in no further action decisions under

necessaf. Superfund. The remainder have ungteme additional
assessment, or are awatfiiurther EPA action such

EPA and states cqueted 781 PAs in FY96. asproposal to the NPL.

Since the ingation of Syerfund, EPA and states

have corpleted PAs at 37,694 siteSlhe Agenyy  1.2.4 Site Inspection Prioritization

has classified gproximatey 70 percent of sites

where a PA has been conducted as no further action. \vhen the revised HRS wasromulgated in

A total of gproximatey 16,300 PAs have been \arch 1991 in rgmonse to a mandate in SARA, EPA

archived. could no loger use the oginal HRS for makig
NPL determinationsAt that time, several thousand
1.2.3 Site Inspections Completed sites were efjible for NPL listig based on Slis

conducted under the ginal HRS. EPA developed

If the PA indicates that @otential threat to the Sl prioritization (SIP) process to pdate
human health or the environmenp@sed ly the site, preliminay HRS scores at those sites based on the
EPA will perform an Sl to determine whether the siterevised HRS modd.
should beproposed for listing on the NPL.The
purpose of the S is to continue the Ste evaluation to The SIP process mga assist in identifing
determine whether a site ipmopriate for listigon  candidates for earlactions under SACMSIPs were
the NPL. The SI usually includes collecgrand limited to 6,600 sites where an S| was conducted
analzing environmental and waste gales to prior to August 1, 1992; but may also assist in

identify: identifying candidates for egrlactions under SACM.
EPA conpleted @proximatey 400 SIPs in FY96.
» the hazardous substangaesent at the site; Most SIPs conpleted have resulted in no further

action decisions.
« the concentrations of these substances;

1.3 National Priorities List

» whether the substances are lpeieleased or

there ispotential for their release; and The NPL is the list of sites for long-term

) - remedial evaluation and gmse. EPA evaluates the
« whether the identified hazardous substances arﬁotential hazard of sites usirthe HRS. If a site

attributable to the site. scores 28.50 or her, the Ayenay may propose the

site for listirg on the NPL, solicitpublic comments

~ During the SI, data aregathered throgh {5 consideration, and then either announces the final
increasimgly focused collection efforts.For sites listing of the site on the NPL or removes the site

judged to beprospective candidates for the NPL, the 4" consideration for listip (classified as “no

data will be used to calculate a score gsihe  fher remedial actioplanned”). A site remains on
Hazard Rankig System (HRS).The HRS serves as e NpL until no further CERCLA rpense action is

a screenig device to evaluate and measure th%\ppropriate. When this condition is met. EPA
relative threat a sitposes to human health, welfare, yq|etes the site from the NPL. ’

or the environment and to determine whether the site
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1.3.1 National Priorities List Update (NPL Proposals 19 and 20) and one final rulEhe
proposed rules werguublished in theFederal
At the end of FY96, there were 1,387 sitesRegisteron October 2, 1995 (12 non-federal sites)
proposed to, listed on, or deleted from the NPL:and June 17, 1996 (13 non-federal and 2 federal
1,211 currently listed sites, 2oposed sites, and sites). The final rule wagublished in theFedgral
118 deleted sites where all CERCLA clepgoals Registeron June 17, 1996 (13 non-federal sites).
have been achieved and six sites that have been
deferred to another authorit Exhibit 1.3-1 1.3.2 Relationship Between CERCLIS and
illustrates the historical cumulative number of final NPL Update
sites on the NPL for each fiscaar since SARA
was enacted in 1986Sites deleted from the NPL CERCLIS is used to track the discoyeof
reflect an activif required to be rported. At the end  potential hazardous waste sites, inclgdinose that
of FY96, the 1,387 sitegroposed to, listed on, or are subsguently listed on the NPL, and to track
deleted from the NPL consisted of 1,223 non-federadctions at these sites.Of the 39,600 sites in
sites and 164 federal sites. CERCLIS at the end of FY96, 1,387 were either
proposed to, listed on, or deleted from the NPL.
Updates to the NPL durin FY96 included Although the sites on the NPL are a relativeinall
proposal of 27 sites (25 non-federal and 2 federasubset of the inventpin CERCLIS (@proximately
facility sites), final listig of 18 sites (all non-federal) 3.4percent), thg generaly are the most coptex and
and deletion of 34 sites ( 31 non-federal sites and &nxvironmentally gjnificant sites.
federal faciliy sites). Theseproposals to and listigs
on the NPL were included in tworoposed rules

Exhibit 1.3-1
Final NPL Sites for Fiscal Year 1987 Throu gh Fiscal Year 1996
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Sites Added 99 0 101 300 7 0 33 43 30 18
Total *? 802 798 888 1,187 1,185 1,183 1,197 1,226 1,232 1,211

1 This graph illustrates final NPL sites only and reflects the fact that EPA deleted 13 sites from FY80 to FY86, 4 sites in
FY88, 11 sites in FY89, 1 site in FY90, 9 sites in FY91, 2 sites in FY92, 11 sites in FY93, 13 sites in FY94, 25 sites in
FY95, and 34 sites in FY96. At these deleted sites, all CERCLA cleanup objectives were achieved. In FY93, one
additional site was deleted because it was deferred to another authority for cleanup. Also, eight sites were either
voluntarily removed from the NPL or removed from the NPL by court order (seven sites in FY93 and one in FY94). The
total of final, proposed, and deleted NPL sites as of September 30, 1996 was 1,211.

2 The total number of sites listed final on the NPL from 1983 to 1986 was 703.

Source: Federal Register notices through September 30, 1996.
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1.4 Site Evaluation Support Activities

EPA is manging a new site evaluation [gport
program desined topromote the redevebonent of
abandoned and contaminatedperties known as the
Brownfields Initiative. In addition, EPA marges
two ongoirg swport programs dedicated to
addressing lead and radionuclide contaminatio
because these contaminaptesent gecial hazards
and problems. During FY96, EPA continued to
work with all stakeholders tprevent, assess, safel
cleany, and sustainaplreuse brownfieldsUnder
the leadprogram, EPA continued to work on risk
assessmermgrocedures and tools as well@svide
advice on national lead issuednder the radiation
program, EPA continued to devg@oSuperfund
guidance, examined environmental fate and parts
modelirg for radionuclides, angrovided technical
swpport to the Regions in addresgimadioactive
sites. The Ageny also worked to enhance site
evaluationguidance.

1.4.1 Brownfields Initiative

EPA is promotig the redevelpment of
abandoned and contaminatecbperties across the
country that were once used for industrial and
commerciapurposes (“brownfields”).While the full
extent of the brownfieldproblem is unknown, the
General Accountig Office estimated in its pert,

Community Development Reuse of Urban Industriaé
Sites (GAO/RCED-95-172, June 1995), that

approximately450,000 brownfields sites exist in this
country, affectirg virtually evey communiy in the
nation. EPA believes that environmental clearisg

a building block to economic redevgiment, and
that cleanig up contaminatedgroperty mustgo
hand-in-hand with briging life and economic vitalit
back to communities.

The Brownfields Economic Redevelment
Initiative is a comprehensive pproach to
empowering states, locajovernments, communities
and other stakeholders interested in economi
redevelpment to work tgether in a timely manner
to prevent, assess, safatleany, and sustainajpl
reuse brownfields. EPA is addressm imple-
mentation of this initiative thragh a Brownfields
Action Agenda.The Action Agenda is a collection
of bold stratgies that will continue to evolve as the

Brownfields Initiative matures. Activities have
focused on four main cajeries:

(1) implementing Brownfields Piloprograms in
cities, counties, towns and Tribes across the
country;

2) clarifying liability and other issues of concern for

lending institutions, munigalities,propective
purchasers, devebers, property owners and
others;

(3) establishig partnershps with other EPA
programs, federal gencies, states, cities, and
stakeholders; and

(4) promotirg communiy  involvement by
swporting job develpment and trainig
activities linked to brownfield assessment,
cleanyp, and redevelument.

By the end of FY96, EPA announced the
selection of 76 Brownfields Pilots to be funded
through cogerative greements atputo $200,000
each for a tworear period. The cooperative
agreements for alpilots are suject to ngotiation.

Of the 76pilots, 39 are nationglilots selected and
funded throgh Headjuarters; while 37 are Rmnal
pilots selected and funded thigluthe 10 Rgional
offices. EPA intends thepilots to perform the
following: provide redevelpment models; direct
fforts toward the removal ofgelatory barriers; and
acilitate coordinategublic andprivate efforts at the
federal, state, and local levels.

EPA sgned Memoranda of Understangin
(MOU) with other federalpartners to coordinate
issues related to brownfields redeyatment and to
leverage additional pportunities. In FY96, MOUs
were sgned with the Dpartment of Housig and
Urban Develpment, Economic Devepmnent
Administration, and the Omartments of Labor and
Interior.
¢ EPA conducted a Brownfields Pilot National
Worksh@ in Washimgton, D.C. in Februgr1996
and a Brownfields National Conference
Pittsbugh, Pennglvania in Setember 1996. A
variely of guidances and other initiatives announced

in

5
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by the Ageny in FY96 have affected the liabifit that environmentgirotection can be positive force
aspects of the Brownfields Actionganda. for economic redevefiment is beig develped.

Each EPA Reion has established a Brownfields 1,.4.2 Lead Program Progress
coordinatorposition to oversee Brownfieldslots
and initiate other Brownfields activitie€£PA also Lead is one of the most fygently found toxic

has asgjned five staff members to cities thghu  gypstances at garfund sites. Bxosure to lead at
inter-governmentapersonnel asghments to assistin - gyerfund sites occursybmultiple media and EPA
addressig the Brownfields redevepment isk assessments consider all sources posure to
challergespresented at the State and local levels. ygre fuly assess lead risksin order topromote
more consistent evaluations and continuialiprove
EPA is pomotingand fosterig job develpment 5o our assessment and mgevaentpractices, the
and trainiig throwgh partnerstps with brownfields | se of Ageng experts to thaprovide advice on
pilot communities and commugitolleges. EPAiS  national lead issues has begart of the Ageng's
working with the Hazardous Materials Traigiand  aAdministrative Reforms. During 1996, two
Research Institute to pand environmental trainin significant st@s were taken. First, a national
and curriculum devefament. In November 1995, \orkshgp was held to discuss lead model validation.
EPA hosted a workslpoin Baltimore, Mayland to  second, efforts were initiated to increase the
assist communytcolleges from 17 Brownfieldsilot  jnyolvement of site mamers and senior magers in

communities in devefing environmentaljob  their interactions with the Lead Technical Review
training programs. In July 1996, EPA held a second \yorkgroup.

worksh@ in St. Louis, Missouri with additional

communiy colleges from more receptiselected | gad Model Validation Workshop

Brownfields pilot communities. Throwgh a

cocperative greement with Rio Hondo Commugit The lead model validation workshavas held in

College, EPA has established an environmentahctoper of 1995 in Research Trige Park, North

education and traing center to provide  carolina. The workshg involved invited scientists

conmprehensive technical-level traignEPA and the  from outside of EPA and various EPA staff who

National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences,qgress lead issuesThis meetiig provided an

(NIEHS) are workig to coordinate minontworker opportunity for open exchage of ideas on model

trai_ni'n.g grant regients with Brownfieldgilot city  \5jidation and advanced the understagdiaf

activities. activities omoing both within and outside of EPA.

_ _ Industy representatives who attended this megtin

By mid-1996, EPA comleted all of itS phave recommended that workgkdike this continue

commitments under the initial Actiongénda and it 5nq EPA iglanning to hold similar workshgs in the
became clear that theroblem rguired more fqyre.

interaction between all levels government, the
private sector and nogevernmental @anizations.
The need for continuation and pansion of the
national brownfields rgmnse has been further The Lead Technical Review Waglowp
buttressed ppthe recommendations of the President'syqyides advice and recommendations on lead risk
Council on Sustainable Dev@iment rgarding the  55gessment issuesThis advice has included the
redevelpment of brownfields sites. To that end, jeyelpment ofguidance documents and review of
EPA bean workirg with other federalgencies in  jnqividual risk assessmentVhile discussions with
the summer of 1996 and established an igng  ingjvidual site mangers have takemplace on a
working group on brownfields. A new actiorganda regular basis, interactions with muyite site
enhancingpublic participation in local decision- mangers to identif information needs artioritize
making, buildirg safe and sustainable communities,jyities was facilitated thra the formation of the
throwgh public/privatepartnersips; and recgnizing | ¢aq Sites Worroup (LSW). The LSW is ayroup

of site mangers that address lead issues from across

Lead Technical Review Workgroup
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different EPA Rgions and Heaglarters. During
FY96, coordination and information shaginvere
also inproved ly exchaging of information with
senior Rgional and Heaguarters margers.

1.4.3 Radiation Program Progress

During FY96, EPA madgrogress in addressin
technical corplexities associated with site
assessment, risk assessment, teclgyadgsessment
and transfer, emgengy response, andpolicy
develgpment and implementation.

Site Assessment

The Office of Radiation and Indoor Air (ORIA)
continued tqrovided technical assistance to OERR
with staff from Headuarters and both ORIA
laboratories. ORIA gave this assistance diyetdl
remedial prgect mangers (RPMs) and on-scene

Risk Assessment

EPA published the Radiation prsure and Risk
Assessment Manual (RERAM) in June, 1996
(EPA/402-R-96-016). This documentmains how
EPA developed its radionuclide cancer incidence
slope factors. Since there were nopdates to the
radionuclide slpe factors durig FY96, no chages
were made to these values in the Health Effects
Assessment Summar Tables (HEAST). The
HEAST and other radiation dose and risk modglin
information were published on the Internet in
September 1996, at the following welages:

e http:/lwww.epagov/radiation/modelig/
* hittp://www.gpagov/radiation/heast/

In addition, two fact sheets focugion ionizirg
radiation and heath effects were also made available
on the Internet in $gember 1996, at the followgn

coordinators (OSCs) to address National Prioritie§/ebpage:

List (NPL) sites contaminated with radioactive
materials.

In FY96, the ORIA National Air and Radiation
Environmental Laboratgr(NAREL) and the ORIA
Las Veas faciliy continued to serve as an EPA
Technical Spport Center (TSC) in the areas of
radiochemical angbis of sarples, site-pecific

http://www.egpagov/radiation/

Representatives from OSWER and ORIA
conpleted work with representatives from the
Department of Enagy (DOE) and the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC) durinFY96 as prt
of an intergeny workgroyp evaluatig

remedial technolgies, detection and measurement ofénvironmental fate and trgmsrt modeliy for

radioactive contamination, site remediation
oversght, risk assessment, and document review.

ORIA, working with Regional radiatiorprogram
staff, continued t@rovide onging technical spport
to regional Syerfund staff forquestions related to
radiation risk assessmeni he sites where ORIA
provided direct technical gport to RPMs in FY96
include:

Ottawa — lllinois radium site

Maywood — New Jergeradium site

Weldon $rings — DOE FUSRAP site in
Missouri

Rocky Flats — DOE facili in Colorado
Kerr-McGee/West Chiggop Thorium and
Radium Site, Illinois

Denver Radium Site, Colorado

Oak Ridye Reservation, Oak Rjd, Tennessee
Captains Cove Site, New York

radionuclides. Issues addressed include determinin
the mathematics for trapsrt modelig and the
estimation of water flow in ecific undeground
conditions. Additional work ly the multi-geny
groupincluded develpment of fact sheets, fate and
trangort modeliny, andguidance documentsThe
final two documents from this integangy
workgroy werepublished in Janugrl996.

* Documentig Ground Water Modelm at Sites
Contaminated with Radioactive Substances
(EPA/540-R-96-003)

Three Multimedia Models Used at Hazardous
and Radioactive Waste Sites (EPA/540-R-96
-004)

Work continued on two other documents
swporting fate and trammort modelig: (1) a
technical spport document on the selection of
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distribution coefficient (K) values and their use in Investigation Manual (MARSSIM).When finalized,
remediation and contaminant trpod modelirg, and  MARSSIM will be a multi-geny consensus
(2) a guidance document to evalugtimsaturated guidance document.lt will provide guidance for
zone infiltration methodolgies to assist remediation planning, conductig, evaluatig, and documentm

and contaminant trapsrt modeliny. environmental radiolgical surves for demonstratipn
conpliance with dose-based or risk-based
Technology Assessment regulations. Internal geng review was cormpleted

in FY96, and the draft document was readied for
The following OERR/ORIA technolgy public comment and externpéer review.
assessmelrojects were either initiated, cqieted,
or continued durig FY96. Work also continued on a remedial techmgio
selection decision gportguidance for RPMs and
EPA in corunction with the Dpartments of OSCs reponsible for radioactively contaminated
Defense (DoD), DOE, NRC, the U. S. Gegittal ~ sites. A guidance document to assist RPMs in
Survey, the Food and DgiAdministration, and the performirg or reviewirgy treatabiliy studies for
National Institute of Standards and Techmgglo radiologically contaminated sites was also lggin
initiated develpment of the Multi-Ayeng/ Radiation  rewritten. Finaly, work continued on the Sandia
Laboratoy  Protocols Manual (MARLAP). Environmental Decision $yport §stem (SEDSS).
MARLAP, which is the laboratgrcountepart to the  This software tool will eventuallbe available to
Multi-Ageny Radiation Surwe and Site DOE, DoD, EPA, and NRC for site characterization,
Investgation Manual (MARSSIM) will be a cleanyp and remediation decisions.
multi-ageny consensus guidance document.
MARLAP will provide giidance for laboratories and Technology Transfer
projectplaners to assure tlgeneration of consistent
and conparable data amgnlaboratories and to During FY96, ORIA presented worksips in
assure that laboratpdata is of sufficienquality to  EPA Regions 1, 3, 9, and 10 that were dg®d to
support the siteqsecific environmental decisions. present an overview of radiation risk assessment
methodolgy to Regional Syerfund staff. The taget
A mill tailings site in Fy Caryon, Utah was  audience was familiar with chemical risk assessment
characterized ggart of a field scale demonstration methodolagy so the workshp enphasized the
study investpating the effectiveness of severgpes  similarities and critical differences between chemical
of permeable reactive walls to control uraniumand radiationrisk assessment.
contamination in thgroundwater. ORIA staff also
assisted the $erfundprogram in develping an  Emergency Response
approach for outliniig presunptive remedies for soils
contaminated with metals (includjmadionuclides). Staff from ORIA headuarters and two
laboratories alogwith Region 6 OSCgarticipated
A working groy of industry, government, and in DOE’s Digit Pace Exercise in Alluergue, New
academic rpresentatives met in a technical Mexico. This exercise included thepread of
worksh@ (October 1995) to discuss the latestradioactive contamination resulgn from a
develpments in containment techngles. trangortation accident involvip nuclear wepons
Proceedigs from this workshop wengublished in  and other hazardous materials.
the Sprig of 1996, “Assessment of Barrier

Containment Technotpes: A Comprehensive ORIA and the State of Texagraed to hold a
Treatment for Environmental Remediation Texas/EPA radiolgical exercise in Austin, Texas in
Applications.” September 1998. The exercise will examine the

ability of EPA emegeny regponsepersonnel to
EPA in conunction with the DoD, DOE, and regond to a State gpiest for assistance under both
NRC continued workig to develop the the National Contigeny Plan (NCP) and the
Multi-Ageny Radiation Surwe and Site Federal Radiolgical Emergeng Response Plan.
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ORIA and OERR continued worlgron the EPA
Radiolayical Emergeng Regponse Plan which will

contaminategroperty. Theseguidance documents
provide some assurance fioogectivepurchasers,

delineate when a rpense is conducted under thelendersand property owners that tlyeneed not be

NCP and the Federal Radigioal Emergeng
Regonse Plan.The EPA plan will also deghate
which office has the lead forarticular reponse
activity.

Policy Development and Implementation

EPA also continuedparticipation on the

Interageny Steering Committee on Radiation

Standards (ISCORS). Efforts focused on
harmonizirg the gproaches takembEPA and NRC
to risk assessment and risk mgeaent involviig
radiation hazardsOther issues begstudied include
modelirg, regcling, mixed waste and integanc
coqoeration.

1.4.4 Site Evaluation Regulations and
Guidance

During FY96, the Ayeny undertook several
initiatives to enhance the site evaluatiprocess
including enforcirg the state role in idenyiing NPL
sites and issumn several site evalutioguidance
documents.

Enforcing the State Role in Identifying NPL
Sites

In FY96, the Dpartment of Veteran Affairs and

Housirg and Urban Devefament, and Indeendent
Appropriations Act, 1996, included aqeirement
that EPA must receive a writtengueest from the
Governor of the State in order for theyéng to

concerned with Saerfund liability:

e« “Guidance on Agreements with Prospective
Purchasers of Contaminated Property;”

e« “Policy Towards Owners of
Containing Contaminated Aquifers;”

Property

“Policy on CERCLA Enforcement Against
Lenders and Government Entities that Acquire
Property Involuntarily;” and

Policy on the Issuance of Comfort/Status
Letters.”

EPA sentguidance to the Rgons to map and
trackpartial deletions at NPL sites orpi 30, 1996.
A partial deletion of an NPL site maccur when a
portion of a formesl contaminated area of a site is
determined ®» EPA to need no further action.
Several Rgions havepublished Notices of Intent to
Delete and the Rpons are re-evaluatinsites to
determine if apartial deletion is warrantedThe
partial deletionguidance was ghed and sent to the
Regons on Aoril 30, 1996 (OERR Directive 9320.2-
11). Although the guidance does not outlipartial
deletion procedures since thieare the same as
deletion procedures for total site deletion, it does
focus on mpping and trackig partial deletions at
NPL sites in order to bettgrortray the Ageng’s
successesRegion 6 published the first Notice of
Intent to Delete (NOID) in thEederal Registeon
April 11, 1996 (61FR 16068). Regions 4 and 10

propose toplace a site on the NPL or to place a siteUPs@uently havepublished three more NOIDs.

on the NPL.
Issuing Site Evaluation Guidance

EPA published several site evaluatignidance
documents and memorandums dgrinFY96
including guidance on redevegding contaminated
property, partial site deletions, idenyiihg sites
eligible for archivirg, and establishmsoil screenig
levels.

EPA issued several crosscuttienforcement
guidance documents related to redepsient of

In June 1996, EPA provided guidance
identifying types of sites ddiible for archiviry, and
initiated efforts to research those sites remaijm
the CERCLIS inventgrand make archive decisions
as prooriate. These actions, combined with
conpletions of ogoing assessment work, have
yielded over 28,000 federal and non-federal sites
archived from CERCLIS thrah FY96.

EPA issued final soil screemjguidance in My
1996. The soil screenip levels established in the
guidance serve as a basispartial deletions of NPL
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listings. They also will conplement the ogoing
SACM initiative andprovide the framework for other
cleanyp efforts, such as RCRA corrective actions,
voluntay cleanyp programs, and State/Tribal
cleany programs. Additionally, the develpment of
soil screenig levels will be useful in streamlirgn
baseline risk assessment.

EPA issued are-CERCLIS screengnguidance
in September, 1996 Thepurpose of this directive is
to ensure that the geng’'s CERCLA Information
System becomes a more accurate inventof
hazardous substance sites while miningzithe
number of sites unnecessaskintered into CERCLIS.
This is accomlished ly introducirg pre-CERCLIS
screenig criteria which assists the gens in
identifying sites which are likglto be addressed/b
states or under federal authpither than CERCLA,
those for that information on releases is insufficient
to substantiate th@esence of hazardous substances,
or those for which sufficient information exists to
show that risk is low.In this wgy, CERCLIS wiill
become a list of sites that thejians and states/tribes
believe, based on available data, wilquae a
regonse usig Sperfund authorities and resources.
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